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Republicans or Democrats—Which Will 
Give Us a Better Foreign Policy? 


Amnouncer: 
Tonight your Town Meeting 
»tiginates from the picturesque 


iy of Olean, New York, situated 
i the mountains at the headwaters 
the Allegheny River. Town 
Meeting is here as a guest of the 
tunior Committee of the Daugh- 
ers of the American Revolution 
£ Olean, which, by the way, re- 
jeived national recognition for this 
sroject of the DAR Congress in 
Washington last month. The com- 
nittee has made this broadcast of 
america’s Town Meeting a City- 
vide event. 


Olean is one of the most historic 
ommunities in southwestern New 
Mork. It was here that oil was 
irst discovered in America, and 


ylvania is noted for its pro- 
uction of high quality crude oil. 
Dlean has diversified industries 
anging from heavy machinery to 
iationally known consumer goods. 
n the outskirts of the city is the 
mous St. Bonaventure Univer- 
ity. 

Town Meeting salutes the Junior 
tommittee of the Olean DAR and 
ae public-spirited citizens who 
jave cooperated with it on this 
«ccasion. 

Now to preside as moderator 
or tonight’s discussion, here is 
r. Orville Hitchcock, Professor 
f Speech at the State University 
£ fowa. 
iscerator Hitchcock: 

( Good evening, friends. Tonight 
own Meeting comes to you from 
*@ High School Auditorium in 
ne beautiful city of Olean in the 
hills of the Alleghenies in 
ssern New York, where we are 
€ Zuests of the Junior Committee’ 


he 


w 
<a) 


of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution. 


Between now and November, 
you and I are going to hear a 
great deal of discussion concern- 
ing the foreign policy of the 
United States. The chances are 
that we'll take part in that discus- 
sion ourselves. In a time of world 
tension, with peace or war hang- 
ing in the balance, and with the 
role of world leadership thrust 
upon us, we can’t very well ignore 
the question of our relations with 
other countries. And in picking 
a President for our Nation for the 
four years ahead, naturally we 
want to know where he stands 
and where his party stands in this 
important area. 


Recognizing, of course, that the 
exact nature of the foreign policy 
debate will depend partly, if not 
largely, upon who are chosen by 
the major parties as candidates 
for the presidency, we turn to- 
night as a sort of preview of the 
discussions to come to the ques- 
tion, “Republicans or Democrats 
—Which will give us a better 
foreign policy?” 

As the spokesmen for the two 
major parties we are most for- 
tunate to have two key political 
figures who are in the middle of 
the pre-convention campaign, and 
therefore can speak with knowl- 
edge and enthusiasm. One of 
them, Senator Robert S. Kerr of 
Oklahoma, who will present the 
Democratic point of view, is him- 
self a candidate for nomination 
for the Presidency. In the Senate, 
he is a member of the Finance 
Committee, the Public Works Com- 
mittee, and the Democratic Policy 
Committee. 


The other speaker, Senator Owen 


Brewster of Maine, who will pre- 
sent the Republican viewpoint, is 
a member of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce and the Republican Policy 
Committee. We should really be 
able to get down to cases tonight 
on a most vital issue. 


Suppose we begin with Senator 
Kerr. Why do you say, Senator, 
that the Democrats will give us 
a better foreign policy? 


Senator Kerr: Because, Mr. 
Hitchcock, the Democrats offer a 
basic foreign policy which has 
the united support of our own 
party, a program which comes the 
most nearly being a bipartisan for- 
eign policy of any our country 
ever had; a policy to develop suf- 
ficient strength at home and abroad 
to guarantee our own national 
safety; a policy of responsible co- 
operation with other free nations 
to achieve collective security and, 
if humanly possible, win the peace; 
a proven record of achievement 
and progress that gives the best 
possible assurance for our coun- 
try’s future welfare. Therefore, 
I believe it is the better foreign 
policy. 

Dr. Hitchcock: Senator, you 
crowded a good bit of argument 
into one sentence there. I wonder 
now if we could turn to Senator 
Brewster for his answer to our 
question. Senator, why do you 
think the Republicans will give us 
the better foreign policy? 


Senator Brewster: Well, I’m a 
Fundamentalist, and I _ believe 
what the Bible says, which Senator 
Kerr also teaches, that “by their 
fruits ye shall know them.” And 
the object of foreign policy, I 
assume, is to keep us at peace and 
out of war. I now have lived 
through three wars under Demo- 
cratic administrations, and certainly 


they could not blame the Repub-§ 
licans, as the first time they had 
been in undisputed control for 
five years, the second time for) 
eight years, the third time for five 
years. They seem to be either un-¥ 
fortunate or unwise or both. I 
do not even say that the Repub- 
licans could have done any better.¥ 
I simply say they could not have 

done any worse. (Applause) | 


Dr. Hitchcock: Thank you, Sen- 
ator Brewster. I imagine he said 
some things that you don’t quite 
agree with, Senator Kerr. 


Senator Kerr: Well, he didn’t 
tell us what the Republican for- 
eign. policy is or would be. He 
didn’t tell us even whether the 
Republican party had a foreign® 
policy. Now I must say that in 
my opinion the American people 
know that World War I was forced: 
upon us by the aggression of im- 
perial Germany and was brought§ 
to a focus by the sinking of the 
Lusitania followed by the Declara- 
tion of War. 

My own opinion is that after 
World War I, had our country 
followed President Wilson in im- 
plementing the League of Nations 


World War II. 
friends destroyed that program an 
made it impossible for us to 
build a collective strength that 
would have given us a _ chance 
for peace. } 

I have this feeling—that the 
American people out of the ex- 
perience and the tragedies which 
have come to us are determine 
that in the future we will builc 
the strength to enable us to guar. 
antee our own safety and give us 
the wisdom to cooperate with othe1 
nations to build a collective secu 
rity. I would hope that it migh 
be on a bipartisan basis. I be 
‘lieve the Americans will demand it 


ad believing the Democrats will 
ive them the best chance of hay- 
ag it, I think they will follow the 
Jemocrats. (Applause) 


Br. Hitchcock: Thank you, Sen- 
ter. I notice that Senator Brew- 
ter was taking notes while you 
yere talking, and I feel he has 
ome things to say. 


Senator Brewster: I think that 
ve have learned some lessons out 
f these three wars, and I think 
t has been the result of the un- 
ortunate statements of our leaders 
hat we have become involved. 
t was President Wilson who told 
ae world we were too proud to 
ght, and that led the Germans 
> their aggression and to our 
Itimate involvement. 

It was President Roosevelt who 
estified on the platform in the 
losing hourse of the 1940 cam- 
aign: “Your sons will never fight 
a any foreign war.” Apparently 
ne Germans believed that, and 
gain we became involved. It was 
‘resident Truman and Dean Ache- 
on who said we would not become 
ivolved in Korea, it was outside 
ur sphere of interest. Stalin 
90k that as an invitation to at- 
ack, and then we changed our 
ninds and decided Korea was a 
ital spot. 

Senator Kerr said that we re- 
uced our armed strength fol- 
owing the first World War and 
idn’t go into the League of Na- 
ons. I would like to point out 
vat President Roosevelt had eight 
ears with enormous control of the 
emgress to put us into the Lea- 
uc of Nations while Hitler was 
emg born and growing into 
ower. 
od about the matter of arm- 
ments, while we did have a naval 
Sarmament agreement under the 
Mablicans, and we had no war, 
as the very Democratic party 
£4932 in its platform who said, 


re 
a4 


“We must reduce these enormous 
expenditures on armaments now 
exceeding one billion dollars a 
year, and we pledge the Ameri- 
can people that if you put us in 
power we will cut the budget by 
25 per cent.’ Apparently they did 
not have the foresight which Sen- 
ator Kerr now would have them 
achieve. 


Dr. Hitchcock: Senator Brewster, 
I wonder if I could interrupt here 
a minute and ask Senator Kerr if 
he would comment a little bit about 
the League of Nations. We seem 
to be on the historical aspects 
here for the moment. 


Senator Kerr: First I want to 
correct some basic errors in Sen- 
ator Brewster’s statement. He mis- 
quoted President Roosevelt. Roose- 
velt said that there would be no 
situations of that kind unless we 
were attacked. 

He told us that Roosevelt did 
not try to prepare our country 
against war. He knows that Presi- 
dent Roosevelt time and time again 
went to the Congress to ask for 
measures of preparedness, that they 
had the almost unanimous opposi- 
tion of the Republicans. Even a 
week before Pearl Harbor, the 
Congress of the United States came 
within one vote of disbanding the 
army that we had when practically 
all of the Republicans had voted 
to not extend the draft. 

I believe, Senator, that you know 
those things to be a fact as well 
as I do, and I am sure this great 
audience of people know that. 

Now with reference to the Lea- 
gue of Nations. It was a dream, 
it was a thought, it was a plan 
to bring the united strength of 
peoples who are opposed to war 
into a group whereby collective 
security could be achieved. We 
know, each and every one of us, 
why that plan was not accepted 
by the United States. 


The distinguished Senator from 
Maine talks about what was done 
to our armed forces. Why he 
knows that the Republicans in one 
fell swoop destroyed more of our 
fleet under Coolidge than was de- 
stroyed by the Japanese at Pearl 
Harbor. 

We know this, that we are in a 
world far smaller than it ever 
was before. There is no way for 
one nation to have peace and 
security without it being available 
to many. We learn that in a world 
where a little Belgium or a little 
Holland could be overrun and con- 
quered, mighty England was im- 
periled and mighty United States 
of America had to extend itself 
to the greatest possible length. 

Therefore, if we are to have 
peace, it must be on a cooperative 
basis. I believe, Senator, the na- 
tional safety, the national security 
and the chance for peace should 
be bi-partisan. I think when it 
comes to that, politics should stop 
at the water’s edge. I want to 
congratulate all Republicans who 
have joined in developing the de- 
gree of bipartisan foreign policy 
and national security that we have 
and I would hope that in the fu- 
ture the Republicans might one 
day agree among themselves as 
to a foreign policy and then be 
willing to work on a bipartisan 
basis to put it into effect. (Ap- 
plause) 

Senator Brewster: I could only 
wish that Senator Kerr’s Demo- 
cratic colleagues would practice 
what he preached, as last week we 
had a vote in the Foreign Rela- 
tion Committee on the question 
of foreign aid, and the Democrats 
on that committee voted 5 to 2 
against the Presidential proposal 
and in favor of the Republican 
idea of cutting the foreign aid 
program by a billion dollars. I 


am glad they are joining us in a 
bipartisan policy of that character. 

Now I know that Senator Kerr}. 
does not intentionally misquote, 
but during the decade before the 
Second World War, he was pre- 
occupied in making $10,000,000" 
in oil, while I was down in Wash- 
ington going poor, trying to save 
us from what I felt were the ray- 
ages of Roosevelt, and President } 
Roosevelt, I think, knows more} 
about what he said on foreign 
policy than Senator Kerr. If you} 
will read his published addresses, 
which I am sure are accurate, you) 
will find that in Boston in his 
closing address he made the un-’ 
qualified statement that our sons 
would never fight in any foreign 
war, and he left out the phrase’ 
which Senator Kerr would like to 
incorporate, and interpolate in the 
remarks. 


Now about the provision of the 
Navy, I quoted the Democratic 
1932 platform which Senator Kerr 
now repudiates, although they were 
elected on that platform to reduce 
the expenditures for armament. 
Later on the President, with Hit- 
ler growing to power, started to’ 
build up our armed forces, but it 
was the Congress with Republican 
assistance that increased the al- 
locations even President Roosevelt 
proposed by more than a billion 
dollars in that period. 

There was one item that came 
up im my own experience when, 
President Roosevelt proposed in 
1937 to limit naval aircraft to 
3000, and it was my own amend- 
ment on the floor of the House. 
that struck out that limitation 
and said instead of having not 
more than 3000 naval aircraft, 
provided that we should have not 
less than 3000 naval aircraft. I 
am sure this will indicate that 
Republicans as well as . 


tats were concerned in seeing that 
ur country was adequately pre- 
vared. 

But I return to my original state- 
qent: when the Democrats have 
een in power from five to ten 
ears, and in each instance those 
d:ninistrations have finally landed 
.s in a foreign war, how are they 
‘ing to escape the responsibility 
ot the consequences of their own 
/Olicies ? 

Dr. Hitchcock: Senator Kerr, 
ow are they going to escape those 
onmsequences ? 

Senator Kerr: Well, I want to 
ay this, that the Democratic party 
joes not seek to escape the respon- 
ibility for its actions or for its 
‘roposals. It thinks enough of 
vhat a party in power should do 
1 the way of responsibility to 
‘resent this country with a unified 
‘rogram. I do not need to remind 
ay distinguished opponent here 
onight that Mr. Taft has one for- 
ign policy diametrically opposed 
> that of General Eisenhower, 
aat General Eisenhower has an- 
\ther diametrically opposed to that 
if Senator Taft, that Hoover has 
fet another in which he says that 
oth of the former are wrong. I 
isk the Senator from Maine to tell 
his audience and American people 
sow he can say to them that the 
zepublican party can give this 
Suntry a foreign policy to pursue 
1 the future for the safety of our 
Duntry, when his party cannot 
‘gree as to what a foreign policy 
s, and if he has a favorite in 
aai group he hasn’t even told us 
‘hich one it was. (Applause) 


| Br. Hitchcock: Senator Brewster, 
“Ould you like to tell us about 


ag, Republican party’s foreign 
whicy ? 
‘Senator Brewster: I have al- 


aay pointed out that last week 
he *Senators on the Foreign Rela- 
Hs Committee voted 5 to 2 


, 
Ry Aid 


against President Truman’s for- 
eign policy, which indicates a 
certain sense of schizophrenia on 
the part of the Democrats as 
well. But I think that the point 
which I have made that our in- 
volvement in these three wars has 
been a result of the vacillation 
of our leadership in making these 
statements that we would not fight 
and then finding later on it was 
necessary for us to fight is the 
difficulty. 

I think that is the difficulty, and 
that is why I believe that if we 
had any one of the Republicans 
who he mentions who are seriously 
considered, there would be a 
consistency and a continuity in 
our evolution of a foreign policy 
which would command not only 
the confidence of our own coun- 
try but the respect of our allies 
and the respect and confidence 
also of those who would like to 
think they are our enemies. That 
is why I believe that either Gen- 
eral Eisenhower or Senator Taft 
would be a vast improvement on 
what we now have. (Applause) 


Dr. Hitchcock: Senator Kerr, I 
wonder if I could ask you a 
similar question to the one you 
asked Senator Brewster. If the 
Democrats are returned to power, 
will they continue the present for- 
eign policy or will there be major 
changes in the policy, do you think? 


Senator Kerr: They will con- 
tinue the development of foreign 
policy to achieve the same objec- 
tives for which we have been 
striving thus far and for which 
we now strive. 

My distinguished opponent here 
tonight is an example of what 
the great Arthur Vandenberg had 
in mind a little while before his 
death when he talked about the 
development of a foreign policy. 
I want to quote you just a few 
words of what he said: “I cannot 


be effective as mediator if I forget 
the realities of politics. My party 
has a fundamental problem. It 
is still divided between those who 
do not want to assume world re- 
sponsibility and those who do. 
Therefore, as I see it, we must 
cooperate in the theater where 
we could lose everything, which is 
Europe, and oppose the admin- 
istration in the Far East, where 
there is no solution that I can 
think of anyway. I submit to 
you that the basis of the Repub- 
lican foreign policy is one of 
confusion and antagonisms with- 
in their own ranks and one of 
opposition to that of the Demo- 
cratic party.” 

Now just one more word. The 
Senator referred to the fact that 
he grew poor under Roosevelt 
and when I had grown rich under 
Roosevelt. I want to say to him 
he should have seen me and my 
family under Herbert Hoover, and 
ask if he knows of anybody that 
got rich under Hoover? (Ap- 
plause) 


Senator Brewster: I know a lot 
of Democrats who got rich under 
Roosevelt, however, and there are 
quite a lot of them down in Wash- 
ington now. 


Senator Kerr: And when the 
Democrats can make money, I 
want to tell you that just any- 
body can, because they never did 
have the ability to make it that 
the Republicans have got. 


Senator Brewster: I want to 
speak about this matter of Senator 
Vandenberg because I think he 
is a very good witness on this 
side of the platform. What Sen- 
ator Kerr neglects is the fact that 
the most outstanding development 
in our foreign policy, which has 
been the most successful and which 
is the European Aid Program, was 
proposed by Senator Vandenberg 


in the 80th Republican Congress 
and adopted by the 80th Repub- 
lican Congress, and the first $4 
billion was made available to im- 
plement it under a Republican Con- 
gress and under Republican leader: 
ship. 

I further point out that the fail- 
ure and the ghastly failure of the 
bipartisan foreign policy, which 
the Republicans in the Senate 
unanimously declared they would 
consult and cooperate in the evolu- 
tion of such a policy, was under 
President Truman who, as Sen- 
ator Vandenberg repeatedly pointed 
out, had refused to consult with 
any responsible Republicans on 
our policy in the Orient which 
has resulted so disastrously. And 
as Senator Wandenberg said, “I 
heartily wish that we could be 
consulted on the take-offs instead’ 
of on the crash landings.” 


Dr. Hitchcock: Senator Brewster, 
I wonder if I could throw in a 
question here? I read somewhere 
in March that General Bradley 
said that our foreign and military 
policies are relatively fixed, that 
they can’t be changed, no matter 
who is in the White House be- 
cause of our commitments, and be- 
cause of the international situation. 
What is the answer to that? d 


Senator Brewster: Well, I think 
it’s quite obvious that that is ut- 
terly inaccurate. Certainly we have 
treaties that commit us to certain 
courses, but if we are committed 
to the course we pursued in the 
Orient, I don’t know to whom 
they are committed. I do not know 
why we have to follow the dis. 
astrous policies that lost us almos: 
all of Asia, rather than to adop 
policies calculated to restore some 
thing of our prestige and the co 
operation which is so vital. Cer 
tainly there are no committment: 
that carry us into that field Oo 
which I know. 


Dr. Hitchcock: Well, thank you, 
Senator Brewster and Senator Kerr, 
for opening up our discussion here 
this evening, and now I see we 
have many eager people here 
waiting in the aisles for the micro- 
phone to ask questions of our 


speakers, and so I think to pro- 
vide as much time as possible for 
the questions, well get started 
with them and maybe they’ll ask 
some of the things that you had 
hoped that you could say in this 
preliminary period. 


a 


BOUESTIONS, sPLE AS £4 


Lady: Senator Kerr, recent stu- 
dent riots in Tokyo indicate strong 
communistic sympathies. Does 
this indicate a failure on our part 
to influence the future leaders of 
Japan? 

Senator Kerr: I know of no way 
either in this country or anywhere 
else to prevent people listening 
to the communistic ideology, or 
for that matter being influenced 
by it. Certainly our purpose is 
to demonstrate that the com- 
munistic way is the way to destruc- 
tion, the loss of freedom and 
slavery, and that the American 
way of life is the way to security 
and prosperity and happiness. 


I cannot believe that anyone 
would think that because we are 
working so hard to stop it and 
prevent it and have not yet suc- 
ceeded that our efforts were either 
a failure now or condemned to 
failure in the future, anymore than 
I would believe that anyone would 
take the position that since the 
‘Christian religion has not yet com- 
pletely won the world, even after 
2000 years of sincere and earnest 
efiort on the part of so many 
geod Christian people, we now 
would condemn it as a failure. 
Man: Mr. Brewster, do you 
#€-ommend or advocate the cutting 
dewn of foreign aid expenditures 
of abolishing them altogether? 


| "Benator Brewster: No, 1 voted 
fe?the Foreign Relations Commit- 
r-4 


tee in favor of the one billion dol- 
lar cut in the foreign aid pro- 
gram along, as I said, with five 
of my Democratic colleagues and 
four Republicans. 


Lady: Senator Kerr, do you 
know of anyone who is better 
qualified on foreign policy than 
General Eisenhower? 


Senator Kerr: 1 think General 
Eisenhower is a very able man on 
foreign policy for Europe. 
not know what his program is 
for the Far East. I must say that 
if he were elected President and 
a Republican Congress was elected 
that would have the same beliefs 
of those they now have, you’d have 
a situation where the President 
would be going in one direction 
and the Congress in another, and 
I can’t think of anything worse 


than a bad policy unless it would 


be a good policy on the part of 
the President with a Congress 
that would have no part of it. 


Senator Brewster: 
only repeat what I have said, that 
the Democrats in the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee are supporting the 
Republicans and not the Demo- 
cratic President right now on the 
foreign aid program. I don’t un- 
derstand why Senator Kerr con- 
tinually insists on the divisions in 
the Republicans when we obviously 
have so serious a division in the 
Democrats today. 


Senator Kerr: 


I do 


Well, I cam 


The one example 


that you have now used—all of 
those that agree with you disagree 
with General Eisenhower, Senator 
Brewster. 


Senator Brewster: No, General 
Eisenhower indicated that a billion 
might be cut without too serious 
damage in a report I just read. 


Senator Kerr: The American 
people didn’t read the telegram 
that way. 

Dr. Hitchcock: 1 think it’s time 
for another question. 


Man: My question is directed 
to Senator Owen Brewster. Sen- 
ator, has the Republican party 
favored a return to the gold stand- 
ard; and if so, what effect would 
this have on our foreign policy? 

Senator Brewster: Well, that 
certainly is the $64 question. I 
don’t know how we could get 
back on the gold standard with- 
out considerable improvement in 
our economic stability. I hope and 
aspire to that end, and I hope that 
eventually we will recover from 
the disastrous action of President 
Roosevelt in 1934 when he dis- 
persed the Economic Conference 
in London which was calculated to 
stabilize the currencies and might 
have prevented all the disasters 
that later followed. I see no hope 
of ever getting stability under 
Democratic economic programs. 
I do have real hope of it under 
Republicans. 


Dr. Hitchcock: What about this 
question of stability, Senator Kerr? 

Senator Kerr: Well, I don’t be- 
lieve the Senator tried to answer 
the man’s question as to whether 
he wanted a return to the gold 
standard. TIl say to you frankly 
that I wouldn’t be in favor of 
returning to the gold standard be- 
cause there is not enough gold 
in the world to pay American 
workers six months, and the only 
way that the Senator could achieve 


10 


what I guess he had in mind when 
he talked about achieving Repub- 
lican stability would be to reduce 
the value of the worker’s output 
and reduce the value of what the 
farmer produces and increase the 
value of the dollar. There is 
one of the basic conflicts between 
the two parties. 

We believe that what people do 
with their hands and perform 
through their labor and produce 
through their work should have 
a greater basic value than any 
monetary medium of exchange, 
and that belief is what resulted 
in increasing the value of work 
and products and decreasing the 
relative value of the dollar. 

I suppose the Senator in wanting 
to return to Republican stability 
would want to go back to the 
time when 10c would buy an 
hour’s labor and when 15¢ would 
buy a bushel of corn or a bushel 
of wheat. We don’t believe in 
stabilizing on that basis. 

Senator Brewster: I just want 
to make this brief comment that 
when a situation has been achieved 
under our Democratic friends, 
where the average family pays © 
more in taxes than it pays for the 
food supplies of its family, I think 
the time has come when we've got 
to begin to call a halt. When . 
every lady’s hat in here pays 450 - 
different taxes, the men’s suits 
about 375 and even the shoes on 
your feet pay 150 taxes, some- 
time soon there has got to be a) 
halt if anything resembling the » 
American system of private in- 
itiative and achievement is possibly 
going to survive. (Applause) 

Dr. Hitchcock: This discussion 
begins to sound a little like domes- 
tic policy rather than foreign 
policy, and I wonder if we could 
pick up another question. 

Man: Senator Kerr, if the | 
Democratic party has the best for- | 


eign policy, what then caused 
World War II and the present con- 
flict in Korea? 


Senator Kerr: When Hitler 
started out to conquer the world 
and was joined by Japan, and when 
they launched the sneak unjustified 
attack on our country at Pearl 
Harbor and started in to conquer 
ws and the world, that forced 
World War II upon us. After 
that, we entered the United Nations 
in an effort to prevent aggression. 
We made a solemn agreement 
that if any country was invaded, 
we and the other United Nations 
would move to stop the aggression 
and prevent its spread in order that 
‘t might not happen and that an- 
other World War would not be 
forced upon us. 


When Red Russia sent her sat- 
ellite North Korea in on the raw 
aggression against South Korea, 
the provisions of the United Na- 
ions Charter were violated, and 
under the agreement of that Char- 
er which had been agreed to by, 
- believe, about 95 per cent of our 
Jnited States Senate and of the 
American people, we either had to 
meet the aggression or lay down 
in the face of it and go back 
apon our pledged word and forfeit 
lhe effort that we were making 
yO prevent aggression and pre- 
ferve the peace. 


Senator Brewster: In the first 
slace, I cannot believe that the 
United Nations is committed to 
inv such course as he indicates; 
“ret, because it was very carefully 
eeoyided in the Charter that each 
sation would determine for itself 
vhat it would do; and second, if 
“eis correct, why is it that the 
‘ther 53 nations in the United 
Ag ions do not feel similarly com- 
nied but permit us to furnish 
i 2per cent of the troops and 
per cent of the casualties? Why 
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is it that America has to carry all 
the burden of this committment 
to which he alleges and where is 
this going to stop? (Applause) 


Man: Senator Brewster, do you 
think that the Republicans can 
do as well as the Democrats have 
in keeping us out of a third 
World War? 


Senator Brewster: I believe they 
can do very much better. I be- 
lieve that even the question of 
preparedness goes clearly back to 
Democratic responsibility. The dif- 
ficulty in Korea today is the lack 
of an adequate Air Force. As 
Chairman of the Congressional 
Aviation Policy Board in 1947, I 
recommended with the Committee 
the creation of a 70 Air Group 
Air Force. We not only recom- 
mended it, but we authorized it 
and we appropriated $800,000,000 
in that 80th Republican Congress 
to start building it. President Tru- 
man put the funds aside, refused 
to spend them for the object. It 
takes three years to start the as- 
sembly lines going from the draw- 
ing board through the prototype, 
through the assembly lines. If it 
had not been for his very unfor- 
tunate action, we would not today 
be inferior to the Russiaris on the 
Korean front, but our boys would 
not be compelled to fight with one 
hand behind their backs out there. 
There is the clear responsibility 
for the great portion of the dif- 
ficulties we're suffering in Korea 
today. 


Senator Kerr: He said a little 
while ago that Korea was caused 
because of something Dean Ache- 
son said. He tells us now that it 
was caused because his recom- 
mendation for a certain size Air 
Force was not approved. I tell 
you that Korea was caused because 
of the aggression and the purpose 
of world domination by Red Rus- 


sia, and I believe that that’s ac- 
curate. 


Senator Brewster: I said it was 
because of the vacillation of our 
representatives, both Truman and 
Acheson, and because we did not 
have the adequate Air Force that 
would command the respect of 
those who would commit aggres- 
sion. (Applause) 


Dr. Hitchcock: Thank you, 
gentlemen. I think we've ex- 
hausted that point and we'll move 
on to another question. 


Man: Senator Kerr, was our 
policy bipartisan, as you indicate? 
Were the Republicans consulted 
when we gave the Russians control 
of Manuchuria, East Germany, and 
Poland at Yalta and Potsdam? 


Senator Kerr: In the first place, 
we didn’t give the Russians con- 
trol of Manchuria. Their troops 
moved in and took it. We did 
not give them the control of East 
Poland at Yalta. At Yalta it was 
agreed that those countries would 
have the right to determine their 
own form of government; and the 
difficulties that arose following 
that did not come about because 
of what was agreed to at Yalta, 
it came about because the Rus- 
sians violated what they had agreed 
to at Yalta. 


Man: Senator Brewster, shall 
we continue a protective tariff 
system after this war, or what- 
ever it is is over, when every na- 
tion in the world will be owing 
us money and can pay only in 
goods ? 


Senator Brewster; I think the 
prospect of the foreign countries 
repaying us is not sufficient to 
justify removing the protection 
that is vital both to the farmers 
and to the industries and to the 
labor of this country. In order 
to maintain a strong economy in 
this country we must, I think, 


recognize that we cannot descend 
to the levels of livelihood in the 
other countries of the world. I 
recognize that we cannot go back | 
to the high protection policies of 
former years, but I also believe 
that the complete wiping out of | 
protection would be the greatest 
disaster that could be visited upon 
our country the moment the nor- 
mal production of other countries 
has been resumed. 


Lady: Senator Kerr, how has 
the recall of General MacArthur 
affected our relations with the 
Japanese government? 


Senator Kerr: J don’t think that 
it had any effect whatever. I 
think our relationship with the 
Japanese government is based 
upon the treaty we have made 
with them. That within itself 
would have terminated General © 
MacArthur’s position over there, ° 
just as it terminated General | 
Ridgeway’s because when a treaty 
was formulated and signed, that 
meant that there was no longer a 
high commander over there work- 
ing under our government and 
which had control of Japan. 


Man: Senator Brewster, in your | 
opinion, what Republican govern- 
ment today could best gain and 
keep the respect of the Western 
democratic nations? 


Senator Brewster: J think any 
government in this country, Re- 
publican or Democratic, that would 
state a firm continuing consistent 
American foreign policy such as 
we had under the Monroe Doc- 
trine, such as we had under the 
open door in China, that the 
people of this country could un- 
derstand, that the people abroad. 
could understand—that must be 
the essence of a foreign policy. 
I think the reason we’ve had what, 
success we’ve had in Europe is 
because it has been fairly well’ 


greed and understood, and I 
hink the tragic failure in the 
Yrient was because of our vacil- 
ation and failure, first, to consult 
he minority, as Senator Vanden- 
yere said, and second, not to carry 
mit the policies we announced, 
Yet to waiver around and leave 
with a sense of vacillation and 
ndecision that invited Stalin to 
neved into Korea and resulted so 
lisastrously for all of us alike. 


Lady: Senator Kerr, what part 
lo you think isolationism will play 
n future American foreign policy? 


Senator Kerr: 1 do not think it 
will be a determining factor be- 
cause I do not think the American 
seople will either elect isolationists 
‘0 office or tolerate them follow- 
ng that if they should make the 
sad mistake of sending a few of 
them down there. 


Lady: Senator Brewster, does 
the Republican party as a party 
endorse the isolationist policy of 
Senator Taft or are they more 
‘iberal as a party in their foreign 
policy views? 

Senator Brewster: Well, I can’t 
get into the views of individuals. 
When you characterize Senator 
Taft's policy as isolationist, he 
radically disagrees. If you’ve read 
nis book, why he’s outlined a 
policy which is certainly quite far 
‘emoved from what was formerly 
ermed isolationism, even the posi- 
lion suggested by former Presi- 
dent Hoover. When you get into 
lhe details of it, I think you have 
0 discuss all its aspects, but I 
lbink that any foreign policy for 
Auwerica that makes our position 


clear and firm and adequately im- 
plemented by our own prepared- 
ness will command the respect of 
the world and contribute very 
greatly to world peace. 


Lady: Senator Kerr, isn’t the 
confusion in the Korean truce talks 
as serious as that regarding the 
Republican foreign policy? 

Senator Kerr: The confusion 
over is bad and it’s greatly con- 
tributed to by a lot of irrespon- 
sible leaders here at home, popping 
off every once in a while and 
saying, “well, we’re going to get 
out of Korea,’ Well, they’re go- 
ing to give up and turn it loose 
and turn our backs, and every 
time they do, that fortifies the 
communist negotiators at the truce 
table who thereby get a greater 
determination to try to win some- 


thing that they couldn’t win on the 
battlefield. 


Dr. Hitchcock: Thank you, 
Senator Brewster and Senator Kerr, 
for your stimulating observations 
on tonight’s topic. We are look- 
ing forward to similar political 
discussions during the months 
ahead in this election year. 

On behalf of Town Hall I wish 
to thank the people of Olean for 
their fine cooperation. Mrs. John 
Winfield, Chairman of the Junior 
Committee of the Daughters of 
the American Revolution and her 
entire Committee, also Morlyn L. 
Brown, Cecil Davis, and Profes- 
sor James L. Hayes. Our thanks 
too to radio station WHDL. So 
plan to be with us next week and 
every week at the sound of the 
Crier’s Bell. 
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a2 GIFT SUBSCRIPTIONS 


The Town Meeting Bulletin is a welcome gift for any 
- occasion. Why not subscribe for your friends who are Town 
_-. Meeting listeners? The Bulletin is $5.00 a year. Address your 
‘2 order to Town Hall, New York 36, N.Y. 


FOR FURTHER STUDY OF THIS WEEK’S TOPIC 
x 
Background Questions 


1. If foreign policy is one of the major issues in the election campaign, 
has the Democratic foreign policy been such that the party merits a 


return to power? 


a. Will the Democratic foreign policy be a continuation of the present 


foreign policy, or will there be some changes? 


2. What kind of foreign policy do the Republicans offer? 
a. Will it be a Taft foreign policy or an Eisenhower foreign policy? § 
b. Is the Eisenhower foreign policy a Republican foreign policy? 


c. Can the Republicans commit themselves on their foreign policy | 


before knowing who their presidential candidate will be? 


3. Have the Democrats given us a real bi-partisan foreign policy? 
a. Will the Republicans give us a real bi-partisan foreign policy? } 


b. If so, wouldn’t it tend to approach the Democratic foreign policy? | 


c. During the Democratic administration, a number of prominent 
Republicans have served as foreign policy advisors. If the Repub- q 
licans win the election, what Democrats might be asked to serve jj 
in similar capacities? 


4, What are the Democratic and Republican policies on the following -_ 
issues? Where do they agree and where do they disagree? 


a. The Korean War e. The United Nations 
b. Communist aggression f. European defense and Ger- | 
c. Foreign aid man integration | 
d. NATO g. Asia 


5. Will the Republicans disavow any of the programs initiated by the 
Democrats such as Point 4, limitation of the Korean War, support 


for Tito and Franco, aid to Greece and Turkey, and the Mutual | 
Security programs? 
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BEHIND THE CRIER’S BELL 


Out of the many letters received by “Town Meeting’ each week, 
there are some which accuse us of bias. It may be criticism that the 
question was “loaded,” that the speakers’ panel was ‘‘weighted” in favor 
of a particular viewpoint, or that the audience appeared to be “packed.” 


Ruth Barash, whose duty it is, among other things, to answer 
“Town Meeting” mail from listeners, says that over the years an average 
of less than 1 per cent of the correspondence has actually been critical. 
“That’s’a pretty good record,’ she comments, “when you consider that 
the public is generally more articulate with its gripes than approvals.” 


A second point she makes is that no forum which is consistently 
biased could possibly remain on the air for seventeen years without 
being called to account by network or government authorities. 


Critics are urged to judge “Town Meeting” on its year-by-year 
record rather than on the basisiof a single broadcast. There are some 
‘topics on which there may be as many as five or six points of view—far 
too many to include in any one discussion. Some must be saved for 
future programs. Regular listeners find that over a period of time all 
shades of opinion are represented. 


Take, for example, the topic covered in this week’s Bulletin: foreign 
policy and the upcoming elections. This could have been programmed in 
several different ways—a Democrat and a pro-Taft Republican; a 
IDemocrat and a pro-Eisenhower Republican; or a Republican from 
each camp of the party. Although any of these combinations would 
imake a controversial discussion, no one of them could cover the whole 
story. Another alternative was possible—a three-speaker panel includ- 
ing an Eisenhower Republican, a Taft Republican, and a Democrat. 
This would have provided three viewpoints, but might be considered 
a “two against one” panel. 


After considering all the possibilities, the Program Committee felt 
that since a pro-Eisenhower speaker had participated in last week’s dis- 
cussion, the best arrangement this week would be to invite a pro-Taft 
Republican and a Democrat. 


One curious aspect of the “brickbats” letters (which are kept with 
“bouquets” in a special file) is the occurrence of exact contradictions. 
Thus ‘Town Meeting” has been labelled, for example, reactionary as 
weil as socialistic, pro-Democrat and at the same time pro-Republican. 
GF one recent broadcast a listener praised its ‘fair-minded objectivity,” 
while another wrote that after such “one-sidedness, I assure you my 
30d is boiling.” 

- For the Iatter, we can only hope that he will keep listening and 
dest with us in the continued endeavor to give everyone an equal chance 
ai at. 
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ON TELEVISION 


EVERY SUNDAY 


On These ABC-TV Stations: 


Atlanta - - - = WLTV 6:30 p.m. 
Chicago - - - = WENR-TV 5:30 p.m. 
Cleveland- - - - WEWS 6:30 p.m. 
Detroit - - = - WXYZ-TV 6:30 p.m. 
Los Angeles - - = KECA-TV 6:30 p.m. 
Louisville - = = WAVE-TV 6:30 p.m. 
New York - - = W4JZ-TV 6:30 p.m. 
Philadelphia - - - WFIL-TV 6:30 p.m. 
San Francisco- - - KGO-TV 6:30 p.m. 


Washington - - - WMAL-TV 6:30 p.m. 


